The Soviet delegation refused to accept the British
draft as the basis for discussion for the reason that it is
designed to supersede the principles of the Potsdam
conference by new principles or, as Mr. Bevin's draft says,
by "supplementary principles," which run contrary to the
Potsdam decisions and infringe upon the legitimate inter-
ests of the states which suffered from German aggression
arid occupation.
First of all, it is impassible to agree with the proposi-
tion in the British draft that "where there is any incon-
sistency between the principles contained in the Potsdam
agreement and the principles contained in the present
(British) statement, the latter shall prevail." This the Coun-
cil of Foreign Ministers cannot do also for formal rea-
sons, inasmuch as the Potsdam agreement was reached by
the heads of governments and it cannot be abrogated or
modified by a conference of Foreign Ministers.
In contradistinction to the British proposal, the Soviet
delegation deems it necessary to insist oin the fulfilment of
the Potsdam agreement and on the elimination of existing
violations of that agreement.
Abrogation of the Potsdam agreement is needed by those
who do not waot to fulfil that agreement and who intend
to free their hands for separate actions in disregard of the
Potsdam agreement..
Separate actions of the American and British author-
ities, as well as of the French authorities, in the Western
zones of Germany have gone too far as it is, impeding the
economic rehabilitation of Germany and hampering the
urgent establishment of enduring peace in Europe.
These separate actions of the Anglo-American authori-
ties have led to the actual division of Germany, and this
finds expression in the severing of the western part of
Germany from the rest of the country and from Berlin, the
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